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ANNEX 2 



STATEMENT BY PATRICE VIDON REGARDING DETAILS OF EFFORTS TO 
REACH NON-SIGNING INVENTOR 

I, Patrice Vidon, state as follows: 

1. I am a French Patent & Trademark Attorney and am CEO of Cabinet 
Vidon, having an office at; Technopole Atalante, 16B, rue de Jouanet, BP 90333, F- 
35703 Rennes Cedex 7, France. 

2. I represent Wavecom, having an office at: 3, Esplanade du Foncet, 92442 
Issy-I^-Moulineaux Cedex, France, 

3. Wavecom is the owner of U.S. Patent Application No, 10/589,542. At the 
time the subject matter of fixe above-identified patent application was conceived, the 
inventor, Nicolas Ibrahim was an employee of Wavecom* Since that time, Nicolas 
Ibrahim terminated employment with Wavecom and now re&ses to cooperate with the 
patent application process regarding inventions previously made at Wavecom, including 
U.S. Patent Application No. 10/589,542. 

4. Mr. Ibrahim currently resides at: 1, rue Bleuets, 78180 Montigny Le 
Bretonneux, France, 

5. Enclosed with this statement is a copy of correspondence sent to Mr. 
Ibrahim's address in an attempt to obtain his signature on the declaration for completing 
U.S. Patent Application No. 10/589,542, The correspondence in Annex 2 includes the 
entire specification including the claims, drawings and the declaration for the patent 
application. Specifically, enclosed are the following: 

Annex 3: 

- copy of the letter to Mr. Ibrahim dated October 4, 2006, 

- copy of the proof of delivery, and 
English translation of this letter. 

6. Nicolas Ibrahim failed to respond to the correspondence* Since the 
registered letters provide proof of delivery and since Mr. Ibrahim failed to respond in any 
way to this correspondence and numerous correspondence in other U.S. Patent 
Applications, such as 10/545,918 and 10/553,535, we have no choice but to conclude that 
Mr. Ibrahim's failure to respond constitutes a refusal to sign the application papers. 

7. At the time the subject matter of the above-identified patent application 
was conceived, the second inventor, Dragan Vujcic was an employee of Wavecom. 
Since that time, Dragan Vujcic terminated employment with Wavecom and now refuses 



to cooperate with the patent application process regarding inventions previously made at 
Wavecom, including U.S. Patent Application No. 10/589,542. 

8. Mr. Vujcic currently resides at: 14, Passage du Chemin de Per, 91400 
Orsay, France. 

9, Enclosed with this statement is a copy of correspondence sent to Mr. 
Vujcic's address in an attempt to obtain his signature on the declaration for completing 
U.S. Patent Application No. 10/589,542. The correspondence in Annex 3 and 5 includes 
the entire specification, including the claims, drawings and the declaration for the patent 
application. Specifically, enclosed are the following: 

Annex 4: 

- copy of the letter to Mr. Vujcic dated November 13, 2006, and 

- English translation of this letter. 

Annex 5: 

- copy of the letter to Mr, Vujcic dated December 4, 2006, and 

- English translation of this letter. 

Annex 6: 

- copy of the letter to Mr. Vujcic dated December 27, 2006, 

- copy of the proof of delivery, and 

- English translation of this letter. 



10. For each correspondence, Dragan Vujcic failed to respond in any manner. 
Since the registered letters provide proof of delivery and since Mr. Vujcic failed to 
respond in any way to all letters, we have no choice but to conclude that Mr. Vujcic's 
failure to respond constitutes a refusal to sign the application papers. 

1 L I declare that all statements made herein that are of my own knowledge 
are true and that all statements that are made on information and belief are believed to be 
true; and further that these statements were made with the knowledge that willful false 
statements and the like so made are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both under 1 8 
U.S.C. §1001 of Title 18pfThe United States Code and that such willful false statements 
may jeopardize the v^i^M|he application or any patent issued thereon. 

Signed > JLZ Date: ^ptaA^ 2007. 

TecSSpafer^alante 

^ Se de Joianet, BP 90333, F-35703 
Rennes Cedexv, France. 
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RELATED FORMS TO FORM I SA 

Petition by Person Hating Proprietary Interest to File Application on Behalf of 
Inventory) Who Refuse to Sign or Cannot Be Reached (37 CJFJR* $ 147(b)) 

Form 1-5 Added Page to Combined Declaration and Power of Attorney for 

Signature by Pferson With Sufficient Proprietary Interest on Behalf 
of Nonsigtting Inventors) Who Refiise(s) to Sign or Cannot be 
Reached (37 CFR 1.47(a)) 

Form 1-6 Statement of Facts in Support of Filing on Behalf of Nonsigning 
Inventor (37 CFR § 1,47) 



Practitioner's Docket Ho* , 1$51 JL2=0033 PATENT 

IH THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

In re application of; Nicolas Ibrahim et aL 

Fon CELLULAR RADIOTELEPHONE SIGNAL PERMITTING SYNCHRONI S ATIO$ OF A SUPPLEMENTARY 



(a) □ is attached hereta 

(b) S3 was filed on Ul£U2QQ& as Application Serial NoJO/ ,.5.8,,^54. 2 

and was amended on 3/j,$/20Q6 Of applicable). 

(c) ® was described and claimed in International Application No. EGX/H2Q05/00Q 319 

filed on 3/10/2005 and as amended on (if any). 

STATEMENT OF FACTS IN SUPPORT OF FILING 
ON BEHALF OF NONSIGNING INVENTOR (37 CF Jt § 147) 

NOT£: This statement as to the pertinent facts concerning the refusal of fte nonslgnlng inventor to join In the 
eppUcation or where the omitted Inventor cannot be fourth or reached must acdompany the declaration 
signed on behalf of the omitted inventor by a fofnt inventor orbyategtf repmsentatfve who shows a 
proprietary Interest, When* the entity with a proprietor/ Interest execute* the declaration on behalf of 
the omitted inventor there must also be a showing that such action is necessary to preserve the rights 
of the parties or to prevent irwpsmbh damage. §§ iA7(s)mdfb). 

MOTS: The statement of facts must be signed, where at all possible, by a person having firsthand knowledge 
of the facte melted therein* Statements based on hearsay wilt not normaliy be accepted. Copies of 
documentary evidence such as internet searches, certified maS return receipts, cover fetters of 
Instructions, telegram, that supports finding that the nonslgnlng Inventor could not be found or reached 
shevtd be mode part of the statement The steps taken to locate fce whereabouts of me nonsigrung 
inventor should be included statement of facts, ft is important that the statement contain feds as 
opposed to cenckmamS MP£P, § 409.03(d), 8th EcWon. 

This statement is made as to the exact facts that are relied upon to establish the diligent 
effort made to secure the execution of the declaration by the nonslgning inventor fat the 
above-identiHed patent application before deposit thereof in the Patent and Trademark 
Office. 



a Because signing on behalf of the nonslgning inventor is by a person or entity 
showing a sufficient proprietary interest, this statement also recites facts as to 
why this action was necessary to preserve the rights of the parties or to prevent 
irreparable damage. 

This statement is being made by the available person having first-hand knowledge of 
the facts recited therein. 

NOTE: The statement *must be signed, where at ail possible, by a person hexing first-hand knowledge of me 
facte recited thereto.* M-P&P. J 409,03(4, $th ed. If different persons have first-hand knowledge of 
Afferent facts, then a declaration from each such person as to those facta he or she knows should 
be ttubmHtad separately* 




the specification of which: 



(check and comp/efe (a), p), or (o)) 



(chsck next item, if applicable) 



(Stetemsni of Facts in Support of Ring on Sohatf of Nons*8nJn0 Inventor [1-6] paga 1 of 7) 



NOTB Copies of documentary evidence, such as Internet marches, certified ma$ return receipt, cover fetter 
of instructions, tetegr&m, etc, that sup^rtafMIng that the nor^gnmg inventor cc^ nc4 maxfred 
should be made part of the affidavit or dedamtfoth ft to important thai the affidavit or dedsmtion contain 
statements of fact as opposed to cendustons. MPJEft $ 4Q$>W$b% 3th ed 

IDENTIFICATION OF PERSON MAKING THIS STATEMENT OF PACTS 



Patrice Vidon 
tone 

16B rue de . Jouaiiet, BP 9Q333, 35703 Rennes Cedex 7, France 
Address 



EFFORTS DURING CONVENTION YEAR TO PREPARE APPLICATION AND 
OBTAIN INVENTOR'S SIGNATURE 

NOTB In cases where priority under 3SU&C, § 119 js to he cteimed, the 37 CRR § 1.47 applicant should 
explain whatoffam, ft any, wet* made during the Convention year to prepare the application and obtain 
the mventofB signature thereon The period allowed by the Convention year should "be sufficient for 
the pmpzrationarrt deposit of an appticatfcm . , ,lnihe form wqufasdby the jutes."* * , Accorx^ngfy, 
37 CFJl§ 1.47 may not be used *to esve the parties from the consequences of their delay * M.P.EP. 
§ 409.03(0}, 7th ed. 



Applicants entered the U.S* through the PCT» not 35 U*S.C*§U9 



(use Supplemental Page(s), if accessary) 



{Statement of Facte In Support of Ring on Setoff erf Nonstgnfng Inventor ft-^Hsage 2 of 7) 



mm^m^m: MB h§& 



FORMM. 



J=SZ 



tAST KNOWN ADDRESS OF THE NONSICMINO INVENTOR 

NOTE MPS', § 409.031a), 8th Edition: 

ffltV&fitQf* 

S&> MP^T&^Ordi^ toown atonm wtt i* ih* W Imam mHmm of tto 

\ ncaiigr&ig inventor, 

ossn flatf c* c/ tor taftaK ctfwr address at svftfc* to ncr^gning Invmtormzyte reached 
should abo be gterL* 



Full name of nonsignkig Inventor 

1, rue Bleueta 
Lost known addrass of nonsfgning Inventor 
78180 Montigny le B ratonneux, France 



atfdteses at which the r^gnmukmt^rmybefmch^sho^d afeo 6* stem M mspzcs below. 
MJP&P. § 4M8m Mi *d 



_T)rAp ;an Vulclc 



Full name of rwutfgning inventor 

U 1 passage du nhemln de ffer 



Last known address of nonoigning inventor 
31A00 Ors av. Prance 



midm^s at whkh the mnd^gkmntormnyb^ r^c^^^ afabe gtwiinthe space below. 



{Statement of Facts rn Support of RSng on Behalf of Nonslgning Inventor E1-«Hpag« 3of ^ 



! 



DETAILS OP EFFORTS TO REACH IfOtfSlQNIlHI INVENTOR 

NOW: Compete either these facta or the teats as to REFUSAL OF NONStQNtNQ INVENTOR TO S1QN 
APPUCA VON PAPERS or both, fn appScabfe circumstances, 

NOTB "The statement of facts must be signed, where at a// possible, by a person hamg firsthand knowledge 
of the facte recited therein. Statements based on hearsay p# not normatty be accepted. Copies of 
documentary evidence such as Internet searches, certified maH return receipts, cover fattens of 
instructions, telegrams, that support a finding that the nonsigning inventor coutd not be found or reached 
should be made part of the statement The steps taken to iocatBthe whereabouts of the nonsignmg 
inventor should be Included statement of facta, ft fa Important that the statement contain tacts as 
opposed to conchrsbns." MP£P t § 409.03®, ath Edition 



See Attached Annex-' 3 »4>5 & 6 



(use Supplemental Page(s) r if necessary) 
(Statement of Facta fn Support of Flifng on Behalf of Consigning Inventor [1-6}— page 4 of 7) 



DETAILS OF REFUSAL OF NOMSIGMINO INVENTOR 
TO SIGN APPLICATION PAPERS 

MOTS: Complete either these facts or the facts as to DETAILS OF EFFORTS TO PEACH NONStGNING 
INVENVORorboth, to appticabte drcvrmtancvs. 

NOTE: MPBP, § 409.03(d), 8th Edition 

"A refusal by an mentor to sign an oath or declaration when the inventor has not been presented 
with the application papers does not itself suggest that the inventor is refusing to job the application 
unless it is dear that the inventor understands exactly What he or she is being asked to sign and 
refuses to accept the application vapors. A copy of the application papers should be sent to the last 
known address of the nonsigning Inventor, or, if the nonstgrfng inventor is represented by counsel, 
to the address of the nonsigning inventor's attorney* The fact that an application may contain 
proprietary information does not relieve the 37 CFR 1A7 applicant of the msponsibfifty to present 
' the application papers to the inventor If the inventor Is willing to receive the papers in order to sign 
the oath or declaration. It m noted that the inventor may obtain a complete- copy of the application, 
unless the inventor has assigned his or her interest in the application, and the assignee has requested 
that the inventor not bs permitted access. See MPEP § 106. It is reasonable to require that me inventor 
be presented with the application papers before a petition under 37 CFR 1.4? fa granted since such 
a procedure ensures that the Inventor is apprised of the application to which the oath or declaration 
is directed, in re Bray, m USPQ SO jCommV Pat 195®. 

"Wham a refusal of the inventor to sign the application papers is alleged, the circumstances of 
the presentation of the application papers and of the refusal must be specified In a statement of facts 
by the person who presented the Inventor with the application papers and/or to mom the refusal 
was made. Statemsnts by a party not present when an oral refusal is made WW not be accepted. 

"Proof that a bom fide attempt was made to present a copy of vie application papers (specification, 
including claims, drawings, and oath or declaration) to the nonsigning inventor tor signature, but the 
inventor refused to accept delivery of the papers or expressly stated that the application papers should 
not be sent, may be sufficient When there is an express oral refusal that fad along with the time 
and place of the refusal must be stated in the statement offsets. When there is an express written 
refusal, a copy of the document evidencing that refusal must be made part of the statement of facts. 
The document may be redacted to remove materia/ not related to the Inventors reasons for refusal. 

"When it is concluded by me 37 Cffi 1A7 applicant that a nonsigning mventefs conduct 
constitutes a refusal, all tacts upon which that conclusion fa based should be stated in the statement 
of facts in support ofthepemn or directly fh the petition. If there is documentary evidence to support 
facts alleged in the petition or in any statement of facts, such evidence should be submitted. Whenever 
a nonsigning inventor gives a mason for refusing to sign the application oath or declaration, that reason 
should be stated in the patition. * 

See Annex :$>4,5 & 6 



(use Supplemented Page(s) t if necessary) 
(Statement of Facts in Support of Ring on Behalf of Nonsfening taventor [1~£3~-psga 5 of 7} 



PROOF OF HEED TO PREVENT IRREPARABLE DAMAGE 
OR PRESERVE THE RIGHTS OF THE PARTIES 

Af07E* This proof must be presented where the dadaratlon is signed by a person with sufficient proprietary 
Interest for toe normgning inventor (37 CXfiR $ 1A7$>& but is not a raqufmment when the parson 
signing for the nonstgnJng Inventor tea joint inventor. 07 OFift J U7fa)). 
if a statutory bar fe involved, the act or publication which is believed to consMtta toe bar should bo 
identified, ft a ctaim for priority is involved, the prior sppltezthn or appttcetions should be Identified. 
A dMgant effort to prepare the application and obtain the inventor's signature thereon must b& made, 
^ifthvapp^mteb^ffodtoavo^ 

' trmpambh damage may ha established by showing tort a ftfng date is necessary to (1) avoids statutory 
bar or 0 make a dsfm tor priority, which should Identify the prior spptteation® involved 
Preservation of the rights of fto parties may be demonstrated by a showing thatthe nonstgrtng Inventor 
may reasonably be expected to enter into compsWm With the person having a proprietary interest and 
signing on behalf of the nonsHfnin# inventor or that a firm pirn for ccrnrnerciafizatlon of tha subject 
matter of the application has been adopted 
M.RER § 409.03(g), 7th ed, 

A filing date is necessary to make a claim for priority to 
PCT/F&20Q5/000319, filed February 10, 2005, which claims priority 
from French Application No* FR 04 01545, filed February 16, 2004 



f thte proof Is not need&d and not being presented, 
then draw a line through this page of the form.) 

(use Supplement Pagefc), if necessary) 



(Statement of Facte In Support of Rlfete on Behalf of Nonsigntag Inventor [1-$J— pao,e 6 of 7) 
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